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California versus US Electricity Supply
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California Transportation Context
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Current California Refining Capacity

Forecast Demand
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to Increase Significantly



California Can Have a Voice in the
On-Going Debate

• Major emitter of greenhouse gases

• Excellent environmental track record

• Pioneering air quality laws and standards

• Aggressive Public Goods Charge programs to
meet the challenge
– energy efficiency
– renewables
– research and development

• A stream of new policies and programs
focused on greenhouse gas emissions



Driving to a Sustainable Future:
The “E”s are Linked

• Environment
• Energy
• Economics
• Equity
• Education


